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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Koss, 
USPN 6,731,612 B1 (hereafter referred to as Koss). 

3. Regarding claim 1 , Koss taught a transport system having a plurality of 
processing units disposed by a roadside and interconnected through a network, said 
processing units each including a radio communication unit for communicating with a 
mobile body (column 3, lines 31-37, 42-44), wherein each of said plurality of processing 
units comprises: 

means for directly receiving location information indicative of a location at which 
the mobile body exists by using the radio communication unit (column 3, lines 24-30, 
column 5, lines 4-6); 

means for determining whether of not a processing for the mobile body is 
executed based on said location information (column 5, lines 26-29); and 
means for executing said processing based on the result of determination (column 5, 
lines 49-54). 

4. Regarding dependent claim 2, Koss taught said means for directly receiving 
receives contents information indicative of the contents of a request for said processing 
by using the radio communication unit (column 3, lines 24-30, column 5, lines 44-48); 
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said means for determining determines whether or not processing corresponding 
to said contents information is executed based on said location information (column 5, 
lines 49-54), 

5. Regarding dependent claim 3, Koss taught said existing location indicates a 
location at which said mobile body existed at the time said location information was 
transmitted (column 3, lines 24-26), the location information being directly received by 
said radio communication unit (column 3, lines 34-37). 

6. Claims/, 9, 11-12, 14-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Kari et al., USPN 6,154,745 (hereafter referred to as Kari). 

7. Regarding claim 7, Kari taught an information processing method in a transport 
system having a plurality of processing units disposed by a roadside and interconnected 
through a network, said processing units each including a radio communication unit for 
communicating with a mobile body (column 5, lines 4-9), the method comprising the 
steps of: 

said mobile body transmitting request information to at least one of a plurality of 
processing units, said request information including contents information indicative of 
content of a request for a processing for the mobile body, and location information 
indicative of location at which said mobile body exists (column 6, lines 24-35); 

a processing unit, which has received said request information, transmitting said 
request information to said processing units through a network (column 8, lines 54-67); 
and 
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each of said processing units, which have received said request information, 
determining based on said location information whether or not said processing unit 
should execute processing corresponding to a request indicated by said contents 
information (column 13, lines 5-25). 

8. Regarding dependent claim 9, Kari taught said mobile body periodically transmits 
confirmation information to at least one of said processing units capable of performing 
radio communication until said mobile body receives said processing after said request 
information is transmitted (column 12, lines 18-31); 

the processing unit which has received the confirmation information does not 
communicate with said mobile body when said processing unit determines that the 
processing cannot be executed (column 12, lines 22-24); and 

said mobile body determines that said mobile body is not provided with the 
requested information when said mobile body continues the transmission of the 
confirmation information for a predetermined period of time without receiving response 
(column 12, lines 30-31). 

9. Regarding claim 11, Kari taught a processing unit interconnected with a plurality 
of identical processing units disposed by a roadside through a network, said processing 
units each including a radio communication unit for communicating with a mobile body 
to constitute a transport system for executing predetermined processing for the mobile 
body (column 5, lines 4-9), said processing unit comprising: 

a memory for storing a program for executing a predetermined processing for the 
mobile body (column 5, lines 15-23); 
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a communication interface connected to said network for receiving location 
information indicative of a location at which the mobile body exists (column 5, lines 4-9); 

a processor connected to said communication interface and said memory 
through a bus, for receiving said location information from said communication interface 
(column 5, lines 31-33), determining whether or not said processing should be executed 
based on a program stored in said memory, and executing said processing based on 
the result of determination (column 5, lines 33-38, column 13, lines 5-25). 

10. Regarding dependent claim 12, Karl taught said communication interface 
receives contents information indicative of contents of a request for said processing 
(column 5, lines 4-7, column 8, lines 20-23); and 

said processor determines whether or not said processing should be executed 
based on said location information (column 8, lines 56-62). 

1 1 . Regarding dependent claim 14, Kari taught said location information indicates a 
location at which said mobile body exists at the time said processing should be 
executed, said location being calculated by a processing unit other than the processing 
unit performing the processing (column 6, lines 15-19); and 

said communication interface further receives identification information for 
identifying said mobile body (column 5, lines 29-31, column 6, lines 26-29). 

12. Regarding dependent claim 15, Kari taught said location information indicates a 
location at which said mobile body exists at the time said processing should be 
executed, said location being calculated by a processing unit other than the processing 
unit performing the processing (column 6, lines 15-19); and 
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said communication interface further receives time information indicative of a 
time at which said processing should be executed (column 1 1 , lines 17-22), 

13. Regarding dependent claim 16, Kari taught said communication interface 
receives said location information transmitted from said mobile body (column 7, lines 
60-67, column 8, lines 1-5); 

said processor compares the location indicated by said location information with 
a location at which said processing unit exists (column 12, lines 1-4), and determines 
that said processing unit should be executed when the location information indicated by 
said location information is within a predetermined distance from the location at which 
said processing unit exists (column 12, lines 11-17). 

14. Regarding dependent claim 17, Kari taught said location information is of a 
location at a time which said processing estimates and at which said mobile body 
transmitting said location information exists at the time the requested processing is 
executed (column 6, lines 15-19). 

1 5. Regarding dependent claim 1 8, Kari taught said processor determines whether at 
least one of straight distance between a location indicated by said location information 
and a location at which said processing unit exists (column 6, lines 15-19), and a 
distance between the location indicated by said location information and the location at 
which said processing unit exists, in consideration of a route on which said mobile body 
is moving, is within a predetermined distance (column 12, lines 11-17). 
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16. Regarding dependent claim 20, Kari taught said network is connected to a local 
server apparatus which stores information on a predetermined region (column 8, lines 
29-36, 54-62); 

said processor executes processing for searching said local sen/er apparatus for 
requested information through said communication interface as said predetermined 
processing (column 12, lines 32-36). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 7. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

18. Claims 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Koss 
in view of Kari. 

19. Regarding dependent claim 4, Koss taught said location being calculated by a 
processing unit other than the processing unit performing the processing (column 3, 
lines 27-30). 

Koss does not specifically teach other location information. However, Kari taught 
location information indicates a location at which said mobile body exists at the time 
said processing should be executed (column 6, lines 15-19); 

said means for receiving further receives identification information for identifying 
the mobile body (column 5, lines 29-31 , column 6, lines 26-29). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that 
incorporating Kari's other location information in Koss* system for location based web- 
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browsing would have advantages. The motivation would have been to be able to direct 
the information query message to the most relevant place (Kari, column 1 , lines 61-65). 

20. Regarding dependent claim 5, Koss taught said location being calculated by a 
processing unit other than the processing unit performing the processing (column 3, 
lines 27-30). 

Koss does not specifically teach other location information. However, location 
information indicates a location at which said mobile body exists at the time said 
processing should be executed (column 6, lines 15-19), 

said means for receiving further receives time information indicative of a time at 
which said processing should be executed (column 11, lines 17-22). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that 
incorporating Kari's other location information in Koss' system for location-based 
browsing would have advantages. For motivation for combination see claim 4, above. 

21 . Regarding dependent claim 6, Koss taught said location information is 
transmitted from said mobile body (column 5, lines 4-8). 

Koss does not specifically teach other location information. However, Kari taught 
location information indicates a location at which said mobile body is moving which said 
location information is transmitted (column 6, lines 26-29); and 

said means for determining compares the location indicated by said location 
information with a location at which said processing unit exists (column 12. lines 1-4), 
and determines that said processing should be executed when the result of calculating 
a distance between the locations to be compared indicated that the location indicated by 
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said location information is within a predetermined distance from the location at which 
said processing unit exists (column 12, lines 11-17). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that incorporating Kari^s 
other location information in Koss' system for location-based browsing would have 
advantages. For motivation for combination see claim 4, above. 

22. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Koss in 
view of Guha. USPN 6,081 ,805 (hereafter referred to as Guha). 

23. Regarding dependent claim 10, Kari taught said mobile body receives results of 
processing from said plurality of processing units. Kari does not specifically teach 
discarding results. However, Guha taught processing is executed by a plurality of 
processing units (column 3, lines 51-59), said method further comprising maintaining a 
result of the processing executed at the earliest time by one of said processing units, 
and discarding results of the processing executed by the rest of said processing units 
(column 4, lines 39-45). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made that incorporating Guha's discarding duplicate results 
would have had advantages. The motivation would have been to reduce the number of 
results returned (Guha, column 4, lines 1-4). 

24. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kari in 
view of Koss. 

25. Regarding dependent claim 13, Kari taught the location information having been 
transmitted through the network from a processing unit other than the processing unit 
performing the processing (column 13, lines 5-10). However, Kari does not specifically 
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teach existing location information. However, Koss taught existing location indicates a 
location at which said mobile body existed at the time said location information was 
transmitted (column 5, lines 4-6). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made that incorporating Koss' existing location 
information in Kari's system for location based selection of services would have 
advantages. The motivation would have been to provide expansion to Kari's system by 
providing a GPS system that does provide real-time positioning. 

Response to Arguments 

26. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-7, 9-18, 20 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

27. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Takahshi et al., USPN 6,097,313: taught an information exchange system exchanging 
information between a service provider along a road and for providing services to a 
driver; and 

Titmuss et al., USPN 6,397,040 B1 : taught a method for selecting information sources 
for users based on location information of the users obtained by tracking the users. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patrice Winder whose telephone number is 703-305- 
3938. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 10:30 am-7:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on 703-308-3662. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free)^^ 
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